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Calendar No. 279 


1st Session 


84TH CONGRESS l SENATE j REPORT 
No. 275 


EXTENDING AN INVITATION TO THE INTERNATIONAL 
OLYMPIC COMMITTEE TO HOLD THE 1960 WINTER 
OLYMPIC GAMES AT SQUAW VALLEY, CALIF. 


May 9 (legislative day, May 2), 1955.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. GeorGe, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, submitted 
the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany S. J, Res. 51] 

The Committee on Foreign Relations, having had under considera- 
tion a joint resolution (S. J. Res. 51) extending an invitation to the 
International Olympic Committee to hold the 1960 winter games at 
Squaw Valley, Calif., reports the joint resolution favorably to the 
Senate and recommends that it do pass. 


MAIN PURPOSE OF THE RESOLUTION 


The resolution joins the Government of the United States in the 
invitation of the United States Olympic Association to the Interna- 
tional Olympic Committee to hold the 1960 winter Olympic games 
at Squaw Valley, Calif. No expense to the Federal Government is 
connected with this invitation. 


BACKGROUND 


On February 9, 1955, the Senate adopted Senate Joint Resolution 
14 (Public Law 6, approved February 15, 1955), which associated the 
Government of the United States in an invitation to hold the summer 
Olympic games at Detroit in 1960. Senate Joint Resolution 51 ex- 
tends a parallel invitation for the 1960 winter Olympic games, which 
are traditionally held the winter before the main Olympic games. 

The last time the Olympic games were held in the United States 
was in 1932 at Los Angeles. ‘The winter games that year took place 
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2 EXTENDING AN INVITATION TO THE OLYMPIC COMMITTEE 


at Lake Placid. The United States Olympic Association has sought 
for some time to have the United States again selected as the site for 
the summer and winter games. 

In 1949 the Senate gave its support to an invitation by the asso- 
ciation to hold the 1956 summer and winter Olympic games at Detroit 
and Lake Placid, respectively (Public Law 22 and S. Res. 110, 81st 
Cong.). Since the International Olympic Committee selected Mel- 
bourne, Australia, for the 1956 event, a renewed attempt is being 
made tọ attract the 1960 games to the United States. Accordingly, 
on March 2, 1955, Senator Clements (for Senator Bible and Senator 
Knowland) introduced Senate Joint Resolution 51, which provides 
for action to encourage the scheduling of the winter games at Squaw 
Valley in 1960, similar to that taken with respect to the 1960 summer 
games at Detroit. 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 


The joint resolution has the endorsement of Senator Bible and 
Senator Knowland. The Department of State perceives no objec- 
tion to it. The committee on May 5 voted to report the joint resolu- 
tion favorably to the Senate in the belief that the official sanction of 
the Government will lend weight and emphasis to the invitation to 
be extended by the United States Olympic Association. The resolu- 
tion demonstrates United States hospitality toward a great enter- 
prise which has in the past proven to foster international good will 
and feelings. 

In view of the fact that the International Olympic Committee will 
meet in Paris on June 14 to make its selections for the 1960 game sites, 
the committee urges the Senate to take prompt and favorable action 
on the joint resolution. 

O 
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Calendar No. 282 


84TH CONGRESS } SENATE | Report 
Ist Session No. 346 


FOR THE RELIEF OF CERTAIN REFUGEES IN THE 
UNITED STATES 


Mar 9 (legislative day, May 2), 1955.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. Kiicore, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H. J. Res. 211] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 211) to confer jurisdiction on the Attorney 
General to determine the eligibility of certain aliens to benefit under 
section 6 of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953, as amended, having con- 
sidered the same, reports favorably thereon with amendments and 
recommends that the joint resolution, as amended, do pass. 


AMENDMENTS 


The amendments are as follows: 
1, On page 1, line 9, strike the name “Antonio Aikler’’. 
2. On page 2, line 2, strike the name “Wladyslaw M. Barczy- 


3. On page 2, line 7, strike the name “Stefan Ciundziewicki”’. 

4. On page 2, line 13, after the name “Jankowski”, insert the fol- 
lowing: “‘Roberts Gustav Javalds,”’. 

5. On page 2, line 15, after the name “Kaminski”, insert the fol- 
lowing: “Sime Ivan Karlick (Sam Karlich),”. 

6. On page 2, line 18, strike the name “Piotr Kowalezyk”. 

7. On page 3, lines 8 and 9, strike the name “Zbigniew Piotrowski’. 

8. On page 3, line 20, following the name “Splawinski”, insert the 
following: ‘Jan Srodulski’’. 

9. On page 3, line 21, after the name “Stubynski” insert the follow- 
ing: “Silvio Svagno,”’. 
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PURPOSE OF THE JOINT RESOLUTION 


The purpose of the joint resolution, as amended, is to permit a 
number of refugees temporarily residing in the United States to make 
oa for adjustment of their immigration status under section 6 
of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953, as amended, by waiving certain 
requirements thereunder relating to the status of such persons at the 
time of their entry into the United States. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


The majority of the beneficiaries of this resolution are natives of 
Poland, and the remainder are natives of Austria, Estonia, Latvia, 
Russia, Venezia Giulia, Yugoslavia, and China. Most of the aliens 
are seamen who escaped from Communist-dominated countries and 
were admitted into the United States for temporary periods of shore 
leave as bona fide seamen. They failed to reship foreign upon the 
expiration of their temporary periods of shore leave and have there- 
after resided in the United States for varying periods of time. 

Under the provisions of section 6 of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953, 
as amended, aliens who establish that prior to July 1, 1953, they 
lawfully entered the United States as bona fide nonimmigrants and 
are unable to return to the country of their birth or nationality or last 
residence because of persecution or fear of persecution on account of 
race, religion, or political opinion, are eligible for an adjustment of 
their immigration status to that of aliens lawfully admitted for per- 
manent residence upon applications made to the Attorney General. 
The beneficiaries of this resolution are ineligible to obtain adminis- 
trative relief under section 6 of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953, as 
amended, because of their inability to comply with the requirement of 
that section relating to lawful entry as bona fide nonimmigrants. 

A majority of the aliens whose names are included in this resolution 
have been beneficiaries of private immigration bills introduced in the 
83d and 84th Congresses to grant permanent residence in the United 
States, but which have not been acted upon. The resolution would 
not grant to the aliens named therein permanent residence in the 
United States. Its sole effect would be to make the aliens involved 
eligible to apply for adjustments of their immigration status under 
section 6 of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953, as amended, by removing 
one impediment to eligibility under that section. Each case would 
be processed in accordance with outstanding regulations under the 
usual procedures in the case of aliens applying for relief under section 6. 

A letter, dated April 7, 1954, to the then chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives, from the Commis- 
sioner of the Immigration and Naturalization Service with reference 
to House Joint Resolution 476, which was a similar resolution intro- 
duced in the 83d Congress, reads as follows: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 


IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 7, 1984. 
Hon. Cuauncey W. Reep, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Mr. CuarrMan: Reference is made to your request for a report relative 
to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 476). It is understood that this joint resolution 
which would confer jurisdiction upon the Attorney General to determine the 
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eae tat of certain aliens to benefit under section 6 of the Refugee Relief Act of 
1953 has been amended so as to include four additional beneficiaries, namely: 
a Joseph Aikler, Emilio Frederico Aikler, Francesco Iurman, and Roman 

mkow. 

Under section 6 of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953, it is provided that any alien 
who establishes that prior to July 1, 1953, he lawfully entered the United States 
as a bona fide nonimmigrant and that because of events which have occurred 
subsequent to his entry into the United States he is unable to return to the country 
of his birth, or nationality, or last residence, because of persecution or fear of per- 
secution on account of race, religion, or political opinion, may, within 1 year after 
the effective date of this act, apply to the Attorney General of the United States 
for an adjustment of his immigration status. 

House Joint Resolution 476 would permit its 150 beneficiaries to apply for the 
benefits of section 6 of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953 notwithstanding their in- 
ability to comply with those conditions of that section relating to lawful entry as 
a bona fide nonimmigrant and inability to return to the country of birth or 
nationality or last residence because of events which have occurred subsequent to 
entry into the United States. 

Approximately 120 of the 150 beneficiaries of House Joint Resolution 476 are 
natives of Poland who gained admission to the United States as seamen and 
remained after deserting their vessels. The remainder of the group is composed 
mostly of natives of Latvia and Estonia who came to the United States after 
fleeing to Sweden from their native countries because of their fear of the Russian 
Communists. These refugees, upon arrival in the United States, were found to be 
inadmissible. However, after their exclusion was directed, they were permitted 
to remain in the United States on parole. 

One of the beneficiaries is a native of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics who 
came to the United States as a stowaway at the age of 9 years. He was paroled 
into the United States and has been permitted to remain in custody of his adoptive 
parents. 

A number of the beneficiaries of House Joint Resolution 476 are under deporta- 
tion proceedings and although many applied for adjustment of status under section 
4 of the Displaced Persons Act of 1948, as amended, a provision of law which is 
somewhat similar to section 6 of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953, their applications 
were denied because it was found that they were ineligible for the benefits of that 
provision. 

The quotas to which the beneficiaries are chargeable are oversubscribed and, 
therefore, immigrant visas are not readily obtainable by them. 

The beneficiaries of the joint resolution have not received the processing 
normally afforded aliens who seek relief from the Immigration and Nationality 
Act by way of private legislation. It is noted that, in the event House Joint 
Resolution 476 is approved, the case of each beneficiary submitting an application 
under section 6 of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953 pursuant to the joint resolution, 
will be carefully and completely processed by this Service and, if favorable action 
is taken, the case will be submitted to the Congress for its approval as required 
under section 6 of the foregoing act. 

It has been indicated that each of the beneficiaries of House Joint. Resolution 
476, with the exception of Roman Semkow, is the beneficiary of other private 
legislation which was introduced during this Congress and that such private 
legislation is to be superseded by House Joint Resolution 476. 

Sincerely, 
ArcyLe R. Mackey, Commissioner. 

Subsequent to the receipt of the above letter by the House Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, section 6 was amended by Public Law 751 of 
the 83d Congress on August 31, 1954, to remove the eligibility require- 
ment that the applicant must establish his inability to return to the 
country of birth or nationality or last residence because of events 
which have occurred subsequent to entry into the United States. 
The instant resolution is, therefore, for the purpose of waiving certain 
requirements relating to the status of the aliens at their time of entry. 

he joint resolution has been amended to delete the names of 
Antonio Aikler, Stefan Ciundziewicki, Piotr Kowalczyk, and Zbigniew 
Piotrowski upon advice by the Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization because the status of these aliens has been adjusted 
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administratively. The name of Wladyslaw M. Barczykowski was 
deleted upon advice of the Commissioner of Immigration and Natural- 
ization inasmuch as he is deceased. The name of Roberts Gustav 
Javalds has been added at the request of Representative Laurence 
Curtis. The name of Sime Ivan Karlick (Sam Karlich) has been 
added at the request of Representative John F. Shelley. The name 
of Jan Srodulski has been added at the request of Representative 
Thomas S. Gordon. The name of Silvio Svagno has been added at 
the request of Representative John H. Ray. In each of these four 
latter cases, the committee was advised by the sponsors of the aliens 
that the circumstances of their cases are parallel to those of the other 
beneficiaries of this legislation. 

The committee, after consideration of all the facts in the case, is 
of the opinion that the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 211), as amended, 
should be enacted. 

O 
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Calendar No. 281 


BATH CONGRESS l SENATE \ Report 
1st Session No. 347 


A CASE IN WHICH THE ATTORNEY GENERAL HAS RECOMMENDED 
THE RESCISSION OF THE ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS IN THE MAT- 
TER OF BERNARDINO CANARES SACLO 


May 9 (legislative day, May 2), 1955.—Ordered to be printed 


Mr. Kircore, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


[To accompany S. Con. Res. 33] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred this case 
in which the Attorney General has recommended the rescission of an 
adjustment of status (suspension of deportation) previously granted, 
having considered the same, reports favorably thereon and recom- 
mends that Senate Concurrent Resolution 33 with reference to this 
case be agreed to. 


PURPOSE OF THE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 


The purpose of the concurrent resolution is to withdraw suspension 
of deportation in accordance with section 246 (a) of Public Law 414 
of the 82d Congress in the case of Bernardino Canares Saclo. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


Under section 19 (c) of the Immigration Act of February 5, 1917, it 
was provided, in substance, that the Attorney General could suspend 
deportation of certain aliens if he found that such deportation would 
result in serious economic detriment to a citizen of the United States 
or legally resident alien who was the spouse, parent, or minor child of 
such deportable aliens. The applicable law required affirmative con- 

essional approval in each case before the suspension of deportation 

ecame final and the status of the alien could be adjusted to that of a 
permanent resident. 

Public Law 414 of the 82d Congress, approved June 27, 1952, pro- 
vided in section 246 (a) a procedure for the rescission by Congress of 
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an adjustment of the immigration status of an alien made under the 
suspension of deportation procedure, if at any time within 5 years 
after such status has been adjusted, it shall appear to the satisfaction 
of the Attorney General, and he so recommends to the Congress, that 
the person was not, in fact, eligible for such adjustment. 

Section 246 (a) reads as follows: 


Sec. 246. (a) If, at any time within five years after the status of a person has 
been adjusted under the provisions of section 244 of this Act or oar section 
19 (c) of the Immigration Act of February 5, 1917, to that of an alien lawfully 
admitted for permanent residence, it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Attor- 
ney General that the person was not in fact eligible for such adjustment of status, 
the Attorney General shall submit to the Congress a complete and detailed state- 
ment of the facts and pertinent provisions of law in the case. Such reports shall 
be submitted on the first and fifteenth day of each calendar month in which Con- 
gress is in session. If during the session of the Congress at which a case is reported, 
or prior to the close of the session of the Congress next following the session at 
which a case is reported, the Congress passes a concurrent resolution, withdrawing 
suspension of deportation, the person shall thereupon be subject to all provisions 
of this Act to the same extent as if the adjustment of status had not been made. 
If, at any time within five years after the status of a person has been otherwise 
adjusted under the provisions of section 245 or 249 of this Act or any other pro- 
vision of law to that of an alien lawfully admitted for permanent residence, it 
shall appear to the satisfaction of the Attorney General that the person was not 
in fact eligible for such adjustment of status, the Attorney General shall rescind 
the action taken granting an adjustment of status to such person and cancelling 
deportation in the case of such person if that occurred and the person shall there- 
upon be subject to all provisions of this Act to the same extent as if the adjustment 
of status had not been made. 


In January 1953, the Attorney General recommended to the 83d 
Congress that the deportation of Bernardino Canares Saclo be sus- 
pended in accordance with the provisions of section 19 (c) of the Immi- 
gration Act of February 5, 1917, and further, that if Congress approved 
this suspension of deportation that the proceedings be canceled and the 
status of Bernardino Canares Saclo be adjusted to that of an alien 
lawfully admitted for permanent residence on the ground that his 
deportation would result in a serious economic detriment to his citizen 
wife. Under date of July 29, 1953, by Concurrent Resolution 34, 
Congress approved, among others, the grant of suspension of deporta- 
tion on behalf of Bernardino Canares Saclo. : 

In July 1954, the Attorney General submitted to the Congress a 
complete and detailed statement in which he sets forth the facts upon 
which he bases his conclusion that Bernardino Canares Saclo was not, 
in fact, eligible for the adjustment of status previously granted. That 
statement reads in part as follows: 

The respondent in this case is a 26-year-old married male, a native and citizen 
of the Philippine Islands, who was admitted to the United States at New Orleans, 
La., on October 13, 1950, for 29 days and has remained beyond that period with- 
out authority. The record establishes that a warrant of arrest was issued on 
November 16, 1951, charging the respondent as an overstay seaman. The record 
further shows that on January 7, 1952, the respondent filed an application for 
suspension of deportation conceding his deportability and requesting that deport- 
ation in his case be suspended under the provisions of section 19 (c) (2) of the 
Immigration Act of 1917, as amended, on the basis that his deportation would 
result in serious economic detriment to his wife, a citizen of the United States. 
Thereafter a hearing was conducted wherein it was developed that the respondent 
was married to a native-born citizen of the United States on February 26, 1950 
and that one child was born of the marriage at New Orleans, La., on January 25, 
1952. The respondent and his wife first met during his shore leave privilege in 
August 1949. According to that record the citizen spouse was unemployed and 
she and the child were completely dependent upon the respondent for support. 
The respondent’s good moral character was established. 
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On the basis of the hearing, a decision was rendered on August 13, 1952 by the 
Assistant Commissioner, Inspections and Examinations Division, wherein it was 
ordered that the deportation of the alien be suspended and further, that if Congress 
approved the suspension of the alien’s deportation the proceedings would be 
canceled. The matter was referred to Congress during January 1953. Under 
date of July 29, 1953, by Concurrent Resolution No. 34, the 83d Congress approved 
the grant of suspension of deportation in behalf of the respondent. Thereupon the 
Central Office of the Immigration and Naturalization Sarvies directed that the 
$18 fee be collected. The record shows that the fee was submitted under date of 
March 3, 1954. 

Under date of October 10, 1953, in a letter addressed to the officer in charge 
of the New Orleans, La., office of this Service, the respondent’s wife advised as 
follows: ‘‘We have been separated since August 25, 1952, and I haven’t seen or 
heard from him, and no one seems to know where he is. I do not feel that I 
should send the $18 as he has never tried to see about the welfare of our baby 
nor have I received any financial help from him since October 26, 1952, when he 
was discharged from the United States Army.” At the hearing held on May 5, 
1954, the respondent testified that he had been separated from his wife since 
August 25, 1952, and that since that time of separation he had contributed to 
the support of her and his child in the amount of $70, furnished in the amount 
of $50 in December 1952 and $20 about March 1, 1954. The respondent’s wife 
and child are living with his mother-in-law at New Orleans, La., and are supported 
through his wife’s employment and the assistance of her mother. On January 29, 
1954, the respondent was served with a notice of a divorce action filed by his wife 
at New Orleans, La., which proceeding is pending. The respondent is attending 
the University of Chattanooga by means of his veteran benefits, receiving his 
tuition and subsistence in the amount of $160 a month. 

The matter at issue in this proceeding is whether, as a matter of fact and law, 
the respondent was entitled to the benefits of section 19 (c) of the Immigration Act 
of 1917, as amended, on March 1, 1954, the date on which the fee was paid. The 
record clearly shows that the respondent has not supported his wife and child 
since their separation during August 1952. Therefore, since that time it would 
have been impossible to have made a finding that the respondent’s deportation 
would result in a serious economic detriment to his citizen wife and minor child. 


Such a finding was essential to the granting of suspensionof deportation in the 
respondent’s case. A recommendation will be made that the adjustment of status 
be rescinded. 


The Attorney General has concluded that under the provisions of 
section 246 (a) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, the adjustment 
of status granted Barnardino Canares Saclo under section 19 (c) of 
the Immigration Act of February 5, 1917, is rescindable on the ground 
that he was not, in fact, eligible for such adjustment of status under 
the law or applicable regulation. He has, therefore, recommended 
that such adjustment of status be rescinded. 

The committee, after consideration of all the facts, is of the opinion 
that the concurrent resolution should be agreed to. 
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